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1. The Prosecution submits its communication of the disclosure of incriminatory
evidence pursuant to Articles 61(3)(b), 64(3)(c) and 67(1)(a) and (b) of the Statute.
The Prosecution also notifies the Chamber of the disclosure of material falling

within Rule 77 of the Rules of Procedure and Evidence.

2. On 12 June 2013, the Prosecution disclosed/re-disclosed to the Defence a total of 108
items, listed in Confidential Annex A. The materials were previously provided to
the Defence with B.1 redactions applied to the identities of Witnesses 430, 494, 506,
and 510. The Prosecution has re-disclosed the materials without the category B.1
redactions.! For the sake of completeness, the Prosecution disclosed Witness 494’s

handwritten notes created during his interview with the Prosecution.

3. The Prosecution also re-disclosed several parts of Witness 217’s interview
transcripts, the screening notes and other witness related documents, which
contained B.1 redactions applied to protect the identity of Witness 430. Those

redactions have now been lifted.

4. The effect of the above is that the Defence now has unredacted versions of the
transcripts referred to in paragraphs 17-18 of its 12 June response to the

Prosecution’s disclosure certification.?

1 0On 7 June 2013, the Prosecution informed the Defence via e-mail of the identities of Trial Witnesses 430, 494,
506 and 510.
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5. Finally, the Prosecution also issued/reissued “Related to Witness” metadata for
witness-related materials emanating from the five trial witnesses who have multiple
witness codes.? The Prosecution also issued “Related to Witness” metadata for all
trial witnesses’ relevant materials that previously contained incomplete fields,

including those that were subject of the Chamber’s rulings on delayed disclosure.

Fatou Bensouda,
Prosecutor

Dated this 13 of June 2013
At The Hague, The Netherlands

% During the confirmation of charges proceedings, 12 Prosecution witnesses were assigned new codes, which is
how they were to be referred to in Court documents during the confirmation proceedings. Five of these are tria
witnesses.
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